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ne FLOARLVA NEGOTIATION bi 
tive, for the w nt of powers on the part of Ge 
however, disclosed, an lportant fact. viz. thet the © 
ver nment will not cede to us the Floridas, withour we renounce 
the right to recognize any of the independent soi ith Am 
goveriunents, W hich of never can agree to: and here the 
uation has te ernie d for the present. 
The lo}lowing are the documents transmitted to Congress on 
the occasion— 


The President’s Message. 
The following is a copy of the Presicent’s 

Message, transmitted to Congress the 9th 

inst. by the hands of Daniel Brent, esq. on 

the subject of the Florida Treaty. 
To the Senate of the United States: 

I communicate to Cengress a correspon- 
dence which has taken place between the Se- 
cretary of State and the Envoy Extraoidina- 
ry and Minister Plenipotentiary of His Catho. 
lic Majesty, since the message of the 27th of 
March last, respecting the treaty which was 
concluded between the United States and 
Spain, on the 22d of February, 1819. 

After the failure of His Catholic Majesty 


” 


. Vives, who has, 


panish go- 


‘Tical 


et 
heyo 





for so long a time to ratify the treaty, it was |! 


expected that his minister would have| 
brought with him the ratification, or that he! 
would have been authorised to give an order | 
for the delivery of the territory ceded by it) 
to the United States. It appears, however, |' 
that the treaty is still unratified, and that the 
minister has no authority to surrender the} 
territory. The object of his mission has been || 
to make complaints, and to demand eayplana- 
tions, respecting an imputed system of hos- 
tility, on the part of citizens of the United! 
States, against the subjects and dominions of | 
Spain, and an unfriendly policy in their go- | 
vernment; and to obtain new stipulations, 
against these alleged injuries, as the condi- 
tion on which the treaty should be ratified, 
Unexpected as such complaints and such! 
demands were, under existing circumstances, | 
it was thought prope-, without compromit |) 
ting the government as to the course to be! 
pursued, to meet them promptly, and to gis 
the explanations that were desired, on every 
subject, with the utmost candor, The result I 
has proved what was sufficiently well known || 
before, that the charge of a systematic hosti- \. 
lity being adopted, and persevered in, by citi- 
zens of the United States, against,tlie e domi- |! 
minions and subjects of Spam, is utterly des- | 
tute of foundation: and that their 


| 
| 
| 
| 
' 
i) 
i 
1 


govern. 


! will be induced 


ment, in all its branches, has maintained, 
with the utmost rigor, that neutrality in the ci- 
!vil war between Spain and the Colonies, 
hich they were the fisst to declare. No 
ree has been collected, nor incursions made 
trom within the United States, against the do- 


| minions of Spain; nor have any naval equip- 
'ments been permitted, in favor of either party 
lagainst the ocher. 


The citizens have been 
varned of the obligations incident to the neu- 
itral condition of their country; the public offi- 
cers have been instructed to see that the laws 
were faithfully executed; and severe examples 
have heen made of some, who violated th« m. 
In regard to the stipulation proposed, as 
the condition of the ratification of the treaty, 
lthat the United States shall abandon the 
lright to recognize the revolutionary colonies 
lin South America, or to form other relations 
‘with them, when, in their judgment, it may 
be just and expedient so to do, it is manifest- 
ly soreprguant to the honor, and even to the 
independence of the United States, that it 
has been impossible to discuss it. In ma- 
king this proposal. it is perceived, that His 
‘Catholic Majesty has entirely misconceived 
the principles on which this government has 
acted, in being a party to a negociation so 
long protracted, for claims as well founded 
ane A reasonable, as he likewise has the sacri- 
fices which the United States have made 
comparatively with Spain in the treaty, to 
which it is proposed to annex so extraordi- 
nary and improper a condition. 
Had the minister of Spain offered an un- 
qualified pledge that the treaty should be ra 
tlied by his sovereign, on being made ac- 
| quaiated with the explanations, which had 
been given by this government, there would 
have been a strong motive tor accepting 
and submitting it to the Senate for their 
advice and consent, rather than to resort 
to other measures for redress, however jus- 
tifiable and proper. But he gives no such 
pledge. On the contrary he declares expli- 
citly, that the refusal of this government to 
relin right of judging and acting for 
herea ter according to circumstances, 


sich) th 
yuise the 


itself 


vi in regard tothe Spanish color ies, aright com 


mon to all natioas, has rendered it imoossib}e 
for him vader his instructions, to make such 
lie thinks that his sovereign 
by his communications to rat- 
ify the treaty ; but still he leaves him free, e' 


ther to adupt that measure or to decline if 
i Efe a 


‘ngagement. 


mits that tlre other objections are essen 
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tially removed, aad wil! not in themselves pres [ These documents consist of sixteen papers: the 

vent the ratification, provided the difficalty on |] first ts the — of Yon Onis; the second is his no- 
= pow th tie 20% , t Yr + on 

the third poist is sucnonated. [he resale || tee of recal given to our government; ard the 


onal seamed ne 7 vice oF third is the credential letter of General Vives to 
therefore is that the treaty is declared to wave || the President of the United States—all of which, 


no obligation whatever; that its ratifi-ation |! bemg merely matters of form, arc, therefore, omitt. 
is made to d@vend, aot oa the considerations || cd im the Register] Gen. Vives introduces this 
which lead toits adoption, and the coaditians || Cotespondence as follows: 
which it contained, but in a new article uncon. || General Don Francisco D onisio Vives to the Secre. 
nected with it, respectiag which a new negoci- ‘ {ory OF Rate. 
cilia ‘tiads tik peal of tadobelae danation! Sir—In conformity with the orders of my governs 
pes Pp ment, which were communicated to Mr. Forsyth 
and doubtful issue. on the 16ti of December last, by his excellency 
Under this view of the subject, the course | the Duke of San Fernando and Quiroga, and with 
to be pursaad would anne e to be direct and |; the earnest desire of the King, my master, to see a 
o vious, if the a¥iirs of Spain had remained cctrmabee eae ira ratte Fiemee ag 
in the state in wich they were when the aie OP aract Ele Sslav isumment, of a pemmanent oaeise 
: : Pea ’ of the good understanding so obviously required by 
nister sailed. But it is known that an import+!! (ye interests or both powers, 1 have the bonor ta 
ant change has since taken place tn the go- || addvess you, and frankly to state to you, that my 
vernment of that country, wiich cannot fail i aitgust sovereign, a.ter a ir ature and detiberate Ci 
to be sensibly felt, in its intercourse with |! {2/Mttos, tm fut council, oF the treaty af 24 
. . : ae “Sails” | february of the last year, saw, with great regret, 
other nations. The minister of Spain h AS CS | that. ia itgttenor, it was very far from embracing all 
sentially declared his inability to act in con |} the measures in lispeasably requisite to that degree 
sequence of thatchange. Withhimh »wever |! of stability which, from his sense of justice, he was 
under his resent nowers, notring coald be i anxious to sce established in the scttlement of the 
done. The attitude of the United States, |j ©*tting differences between the two nations. 

‘ : |} The system of hostility, which appears to be 
mitst now be assumed on full consideration |) pursued in so many parts of the Union, against the 
of what is due té tneir rights, their interest, | Spanish dominions, as well as against the property 
and honor, without rezird to the qowers or |] of their inhabitants, is so public and notorious, that, 
neidents of the late Mission. W muy, at |! to enter into — would only serve to x coer 

ae g it Sal) SS rag |; he canses of dissatisfaction; may be allowec 
pleasure, beng tA the territory which was! however, to remark, that they have been justly de. 
intended and provided by the late treaty, at} nounced to the pubsic of the United States, even by 
an indemnity for losses so long sustained 7 |) some of tneir own fellow-citizens. 
our citizens; but still nothing could be set- Such a state of things, therefore, in which indi. 
tled definitely without a treaty between the viduals may be prapeiga las arin at Ny ars while 
z rage Coe ere oe -. ¢h }ibeir government are at peace with each other, ia 
two nations. Js bab the time to make the liam-trically opposed to the mutual and sincere 
pressure? Ifthe United States were govern t friendship, and to the good understandiug which it 
el bv views of ambition andagzran lizement. |} was the ooject of the treaty (though the attempt 
maiy strong reasons might be given in its fa- |} has failed) to stablish, and of tae immense sacti- 
vor. B it they have no objects of that kind fices consent od to oy his Majesty to promote. Si 
to ‘accomplish; none which are not founded |]. These alone were motives of. sufficient, weight 
er eta, Bits 4 ‘ "at . imperivusly to dictate the propriety of suspending 
in jastice, and which can be injared by for-jtne ratitication of the treaty, even although the 
bearance. Great hope is entertained that]| American Envey had not at first announced, in the 
thie change will promote the happiness of the}j ame of his government, and siMsequently re- 
Spanish nation. quired, of that of Spain, a declaration which tend. 
“ ed directly to annul one of its most clear, precise, 
The good order, moderation and hamanity || and conclisive articles, even after the signature 
which have characterized the movements |] and ratification of the treaty 1 
are the best guarantees of its success. Tine|| . he King, my master, influenced by considera- 
United States wodld not be justified in their| tions so powerful as to carry with them the fullest 
ait: © 7 evidence, has, therefore, judged it necessary and 
own estimation shoald they take any step|lindispensable, in the exercise of his duties as a 
to disturb itsharmony. When the Spanish |} sovereign, to request certain explanations of your 
government ts completely organized on the |} government; and he hs, in consequence, given me_ 
princinles of this chanye, as it is exnected it| his commands to ae se to it the mesic ye | — 
’ WGA. Hidde fa test around to breseme ia the discussion and final arrangement o which, 
goed Our men soe oe . |lit seems proper that the relative state of the two 
that our diff-rences with Spaia will be speedi- || nations should be taken into full consideration. 
ly and satisfactovily settled. With these re-|| That the United States, taking into due consi- 
marks T submit it to the wisdom of Congress, |] deration the scandalous system of piracy established 
whether it will not still be advisable to post-|j'" and carried on from, several of their ports, will 


decial hi dei ect il tl adopt measures satisfactory and effectual, to repress 
pone any decision on tis sugject unt Me Hl the barbarous excesses, and unexampled depreda- 
next session, tions, daily committed upon Spain, her possessions, 
JAM®S MONROE, and properties; so as to satisfy what is due to bate 
6 jj] national rights, and is equally claimed by the hosor 
9; sit 
Washington, May 9, 1829. of the American people. 


! 
} 
| 




















Vor. FX} 


That, in order to put a total stop to any future 
armaments, and to prevent all atd whatsoever be- 
iny afforded trom any part of the Unton, which mav | 
be intended to be directed against, and employed | 
in the invasion of His Catholic Majesty’s posses- | 
sions in North A:nerica, the United States will 
agree to offer a pled ye (a daruna seguiradad) their 
mtegrity sail be respected : 

And, finally, that teey will form no relations with 
the pretended governments of the revolved pro- 
vinces of Spain situate beyond sea, ant will con- 
form tothe course of proceeding adopted, in this 
respect, by otherpowers in amity with Soain. 

In submitting to you (hese rast ond netural de- 
mands. I have receivedt the orders of he Rong, my 
muster, tomeke known to wie President hat 
would have beer regularly commun cated to the 
Minister Plerapvtentiary of the Unted States at 
Mudrid, if. im the excess of Sis zeal, he bad not, 
at an early perio!, been induced to éxpress him- 
sell in terms disrespectfulto the dignity of his Ma 
jesty; and Lam, at the same ti commanded to 
give the assurance tod, in alluding to am@ne:dent 
of so unpleasant a nature, it is not mtcnded to make 
the candact of Mr. Por a subject of camplaint, 
but merely to wake your gover nt fully acq t- 
ed with the motives of my august sovereygn, in 
adopting the resolution, as already stated 

I fatter myself that the President, on an atten 
tive examination of the contents of this note, en- 
tirely dictated by sentiments of Justice, will see a 
decisive evidence of the sincere desire of the hing, 
my inaster, to attain with promptitude the debni 
tive settlement of a transaction, no less important 
in itself, than itis essential to the mutual interests | 
of the two countries. 


{ 
| 


| 


| 


| 
| 


' 
| 
| 
| 
' 
| 
ne 

| 
{ 
ay 


nim iattl 
i 
| 
| 
' 


1 eagerly avai! myself of this occasion to assure | 


you of my pertect respect, and highest considera- | 
tion. I pray that God may long preserve you. 
FRANCISCO DIOGNISIO VIVES. 
Washington, April 14, 1829. 


Ihe Secretary of State to General Don Francisco | 
Dionisio Vives, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister 
Plenipotentiary from Spain. 


Department of State, 
Washington, 18th April, 1820 

Sir—Before replying to the letter which t have 
had the honor of receiving from you, da ed the 14th | 
instant, | am directed by the President of the Uni- | 
ted States to request a copy of your full powers, | 
and to be informed whether you are the bearer of | 
the ratification, by His Catholic Majesty, of the | 
treaty signed on the 22d of February, 1819. by Don 
Liisde Onis, and are ready, in the event of suita- | 
ble explanations being given upon the points-men- | 
tioned in your letter, to exchange the sane for the | 
ratification on the part of the United Staies, if the 
Senate should advise and consent that such ex- 
change of ratitfications should aow be accepied? 

Please to accept the assurance of my distinguish- 
ed consideration. : 





JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. 
General Don Francisco Dionisio Vives to the Se- 
cretary of State. 
: TRANSLATION, 

Sir: In answer to your note of yesterday’s date, 
and in comphance with the request stated in its 
first point, I fave the honor to enclose a copy of 
my full powers 

I have at the same time to inform you, that Tam 
not the bearer of the rauficati+: of the treaty of the 
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hey {| 


i 
| 


307 


22d Feb. 1819, signed by Don Luis de Onis; nor doe: 
lit seem agreeable to the natural course of things, 
and to established usage, that a treaty should be 
ratified previous to a removal of the obstacles 
| which have expressly caused the suspension of its 
; ratification. 8nt L am enubled to assure you, that 
!{ am fully authorised to offer a solemn promise, in 
the name of the King, my master, that, if the re- 
sult of the proposals presented in my first note be 
| satisfactory, the ratification of the treaty will be at- 
j tended with no further delay than the time indis- 
j pens sbly necessary forthe arrival at Madrid of one 
;of the gentlemen attached to my lega ion, who has 
| 
{ 


i 


‘ 
paccompanied m > for that espec.al purpose. 

T renew to you, sir, the assurance of my distin- 
rushed consideration; and [ pray God long to pre- 
lserve you 


FRANCISCO DIONISIO VIVES. 
Washington, 19th April, 182u. 


Extract of the copy of the full power of Genergl 
Vives. 
| [TRANSLATION.] 
We have authorised, and by these presents we 
}'lo authorise you, granaing you full power, in the 
most ample form, to meet and confer with suck 
person or persons, as may be duly authorised by 
ithe government of the United States; and with bim 
lor them to settle, conclude, and sgn, whatsoever 
tyou may judge necessary to the best arranyement 
fof ali points depending between the two govern- 
nts; promising, as we do hereby promise, upon 


| 


me 


ithe faith and word of a King, to approve, ratify, 
and fulfil, such articles or agreements as you may 


| cunciude and sign, 

' I, THE KING. 

| Phe Secretary of St te to General Don Francisgo 

H Dionisio Vives. 
Department of State, 

| Washington, 21st April, 1820. 

Sir: tam directed by the Presiden: of the Unit-- 
ed iates to express to you tie surprise and con- 
,cern with which he has learnt taat you are not the 
i bearer of the ratification, by His Catholic Majesiy, 
of the treaty signed on the 22d February, i819, by 
Non Louis de Ons, by virtue of a full power, 
equally comprehensive with that which you have 
now proluced. A full power, by which his Cat!ro. 
lic Majesty promised, ‘on the faith and word ot a 
King, to approve, ratify, and fulfil. whatsoever 
night be stipulated and signed by him.” 

By the universal usage of nations, nothing can 
release a sovervign froin the oblgation of a pro. 
mis: thus made, except the proof that his minister, 
so enpowered, has been faithless to his trust, by 
transcending his instructions. F 

Your s»v-r-ign has not proved, nor even alleged 
that Mr. Onis had transcended his instructions; on 
the contrary, with the credential letter which you 
have delivered, ‘he President nas learnt that he has 
been relieved fromthe mission to tre United States 
oaly to receive anew proof of the continued confi, 
dence of bys Catnolic Mujesty, in the appoint. 
ment to another mission, of equal dignity and im- 
portance. 

Ou the faith of this promise of the King, the 
treat: was signed and ratified, on the part of the 
Unted States; and it contained a stipulation that it 
should also be ra’ified by his Catholic Majesty, so 
th.t the rat fications should, wit sin six mouths from 
th. date o its signature, be exchanged, 

fg withhviding this promised ratification beyond 
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the stipulated period, his Catholic Majesty made y were diametrically opposite to the most sacred 


Sete ee 


known to the Presidert that he should forthwith} 


despatch a person, possessing entirely his confi 
dence, to ask certain explanations, which were 
deemed by him necessary previous to the perfor- 
mance of his promise to execute the ratification. 

‘The minister of the United States, at Madrid, 
was enabled, and offered to give, all the exp/ana- 
tions which could justly be requyed in relation to 
the treaty. Your government declined even t 
make known to him their character; and they are 
now, after the lapse of more than a year, first ofli- 
cia!ly disclosed by you. 

1 am directed by the President to inform you, 
that explanations wich ought to be satisfactory to 
your government, will readily be given upon all 


the points mentioned in your letter of the 14th in- 


staut; but that he considers none of them, in the| 
present state of the relations between the two! 


countries, as points for discussion. It is indispensa 
ble that, before entering into any new negotiation 


between the United States and Spain, that relat-} 


ing to the treaty already signed should be closed — 
Ms. upon receiving the ewplunations which your go 
vernnent has asked, and which I am prepared to 
give, vou are anthorired to issue orders to the Spa 
nish orhcers commanding in Florida, to deliver up 
to those of the United States who may be autho. 
rised 10 receive it, immediate possession of the 
province, conformably to the stipulations of the 
treaty, the President, if such shall be the advice 
and consent of the Senate, wiil wait (with such 
possession given) for the ratification of his Catho 
lic Majesty, till your messenger shall have time to 
procecd to Madrid. But, if you have no such au- 
thomty, the President considers it would be at once 
an unprofitable waste of time, and a course incom- 
patibie with the dignity of this nation, to give ex 
piasations which are to lead to no satisfactory re 
sult; and to resume a negotiation, the conclusion ot 
wiich can no longer be deferred 

se pleased to accept the assurance of my distin- 
giisicd consideration. 

JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. 


General Don Francisco Dionisio Vives to the Secre- 
tary of State. 
[TRANSLATION] 

Sirs [in acknowledging the receipt of vour note of 
the 2ist inst. 1 have the honorto remark, in the first 
place, that you appear to have misconceived a mate- 
rial part of my letter of the d4th, by re- producing 
urguments which have been already sufficiently re 
futed by my government. You will, therefore, ex- 
cu-e me from reviving them_here, is so far as they 
rela'c (o the question whether a sovereign is, or is 
noi, 2 ind to satisfy what may have been signed by 
his neyociator; it being well Known that various in 
Stuuces may be cited of cases in which the ratifica- 
tioa of a treaty has been justly suspended, without 
allesimg, as the motive for so duing, that the nego- 
tiator had transcended his powers or instractions. 
“ueve may, unquestionably, be other reasons suffi- 
cicitly valid to exonerate him from the obliga 
tion of rautying, supposing that to have been the 
dsc 

It is evident that the scandalous proceedings of a 
ne nder of American citizens; the decisions of se. 
voral os the courts of the Union; and the criminal 
ex cilion set on foot within it for the invasion of 
Nis Moresty’s possessions in North America, at the 


ecry pciod when the ratulication was still pending, }} 





H nor was this to be presumed, 








principles of amity, and to the nature and essence 
of the treaty itself. These hostile proceedings 
were, notwithstanding, tolerated by the federal ga- 
vernment, and thus the evil was aggravated; so that 
the belief generally prevailed throughout Murope, 
that the ratification of the treaty by Spain, and the 
acknowledgement of the independence of the re- 
belhous transatlantic colonies, by the United States 
would be simultaneous acts. The pretensions ad. 
vanced by Mr. Forsyth, in relation to the 8th arti. 
cle, were also evidently calculated to render the 
tie treaty illusory It is, therefore, not possible 
to assign reasons more powerful, or mere com. 
pletely justificatory of the sovereign resolution of 
the King, my master, to suspend his ratification of 
that instrament. 

Iu my fiest note, Lalso hinted at the offensive 
erns employed by the American Minister at Ma- 
‘rid, from the very outset; which you notice go 


i further than by taking up the second point upon 


which the one which {have now the honor to con- 
test essentially turns. Although his Majesty might 
‘ertainly have kept aloof from a deportment so 
void of moderation, and so derogatory to his digni- 
ty, itis obvious that any discussions commenced 
with a minister sosituated were only likely to pro- 
duce unprofitable results, his correspondence tend- 
ng more powe fully to disunite than to reconcile 
the contracting parties, It was, indeed, a subject 
of great regret, that the incident just referred to; 
tne distance of spain from the new world, which, 
from the olstractions to correspondence, produced 
unavoidable delay, in receiving correct information 
of the events passing here, and which to bis Majes- 
ty appeared incr-dible; and, in fine, his wish to 
avoid whatever had the appearance of an unfound- 
ed comptatat, and an unpleasant difference between 
the two governments, should have retarded my ar- 
rival, and the happy conclusion of the transaction 
now pending. 

I have further to state to you, that I am not au- 
thurised by his Maje-ty to give the necessary or- 
ders to the Spanish authorities in the Floridas to 
deliver up thse possessions to tue United States; 

}, since, if it appeared 
contrary to the natural order of things, ant to es- 
tablished usae, ihxt the treaty should be ratified 
previous to receiving the explanations which neces- 
sitated its suspension, it would, consequently, seem 
the more sv, that it should receive its due accom- 
plishment before it was finally ratified. 

it is with equal surp:ise and concern that I ob- 
serve, in the conclusion of your note, that you inti- 
mate the intention to decline any discussion of my 
»roposals previous to the possession of :he Floridas; 
since it appears to me that such discussion could 
not be long, in the event of your government be- 
ing ready to accede to them, (in which case [ re- 
peat that I am authorised sole:nnly to promise, in 
the name of his Majesty, that the ratification of ‘he 
tr-aty shall be no longer delayed.) nor, that the de- 
lay, unavoidably produced by that particular cause, 
ia the occupation of the territories In question, 
‘ould be considered as derogatory to the dignity ot 
the United States, and the more so, as, until then, 
his Catholic Majesty would not be in the full pos- 
session of his rights. 


I flatter myself that, on a consideration of tue 
contents of this note, you will favor me with, af 
j answer more agreeable to my wishes. 


: SS 
In the mean time, I reiterate the assurance of mm 





Denia 92. “am “ee” ee ot ete Sh 
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Vor. 1X.] 


distinguished consideration and respect, praying 


God to preserve you many years. 
FRANCISCO DIONISIO VIVES. 


Washington, 24th April, 1820. 


‘ 
i 


The Secretary of State to General Don Francisco 
Dionisio Vives, Envoy Extaaordinary and Muns- 
ter Plenipotentiary from Spain. 

Department of State, Washington, 5d May, 1820. 


Sir :-—The explanations upon the point mention- 
ed in your letter of the 4th ultimo, which I bave 
had the honor of giving you at large in the confer- 
ence between us, on Saturday last, and the frank-! 
ness of the assurances which f had the pleasure of | 
receiving from you, of your conviction that they! 
would prove satisfactory to your government, will 
relieve me of the necessity of recurring to cir- 
cumstances which might tend to irritating discus- 
sions. In the confident expectation that, upon the 
arrival of.your messenger at Madrid, his Catholic 
Majesty will give his immediate ratification to the 
treaty of the 22d February, 1819, I readily forbear 





' 


all reference to the delays which have hitherto re- | 
tarded that event, and all disquisition upon the per- ; 


fect right which the United States have haa to that | 
ratification. 

I am now instructed to repeat the assurance | 
which has already been given you, that the repre-| 
sentations which appear to have been made to your} 
government of a system of bostility, in various parts ; 
of this Union against the Spanish dominions, and | 
the property of Spanish subjects, of decisions | 
marked with such hostility by any of the courts of 
the United States, and of the toleration in any case 
of it by this government, are unfounded. In the] 
existing unfortunate civil war between Spain and | 
the South American provinces, the United States ; 
have constantly avowed and faithfuliy maintzined | 
an impartial neutrality. No violation of that neu. | 
trality by any citizen of the United States has ever 
received sanction or countenance from this govern- 
ment. Whenever the laws previously enacted for | 
the preservation of neutrality have been found by 
experience in any manner defective, ‘hey have | 
been strengthened by new provisions und severe 
penalties. Spanish property, ill gally captured, 
has been constantly restored by the decisions of the 
tribunals of the United States, nor has the life iiself 
been spared of individuals guilty of piracy, com- 
mitted upon Spanish property on the high seas 

Should the treaty be retified by Spain, and the 
rat fication be accepted by and with the advice of 
the Senate, the boundary line recognised by it, will 


be respected by the United States, and due care |! 


will be taken to prevent any transgression of it. 
No new law or engagement will be necessary for 
that purpose. The existing laws ave adequate to 
the suppression of such disorders, and they will be, 
as thcy have been, faithfully carried into effect — 
‘The miserable disorderly movement of a number 
not exceeding scventy lawless individual strug- 
glers, who never assemble: within the jurisdiction | 
ot the United States, into a territory to which his | 
Catholic Majesty has no acknowledged right other | 
than the yet uvratified treaty, was so fir from re- 

ceiving countenance or support from the govern- 

ment of tke United States, that every measure ne- 

Cessary for its suppression was promptly taken un- 

der their authority: and from the misre presentations | 
which have been made of this very insignificant | 
transaction to the Spanish government, tere is rea- 
som to believe that the pretended expedition itself, 
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as well as the gross exageraiions which have been 
used to swell its importance, proceed from the 
same sources; equally unfriendly to the United 
States anc to Spain- 

As anecessary consequence of the neutrality be- 
itween Spain and the South American provinces, 
the United States can coniract no engagemen!, not 
to form any relations with those provinces. ‘This 
has explicitly and repeatedly been avowed and 
made known to your government, both at Madrid 
and at this place. The demand was resisted both 
in confcrence and written cor + -pondence, between 
Mr. Erving and Mr. Pizarro. 

Mr Onis had long and constantly been informed, 
that the persistance in it would put an end to the 
possible conclusion of any treaty whatever. Your 
sovereign will perceive that assuch an engagenen' 
cannot be contracted by the United States cons.s- 
tently with their obligations of neutrality, it cannc’ 
| justly be required of them, nor have any of the Bu- 
; ropean nations ever bound themselves to Spain bs 
| such an engarement. 

With regard to your proposals, it is proper to ob- 
serve, that his Catholic Majesty. in anneuncing his 
purpose of asking explanations of the United States, 
gave no intimation of an intention to require new 
articles to the ‘Treaty. You are aware that the U. 
States cannot consistently with what is due to them- 
| selves, siipulate new engagements, as ihe price of 
| obtaining the ratification of the old. ‘Phe declira- 
} tion which Mr Forsyth was instructed io deliver, at 
the exchange of the ratifications of the treaty, with 
regard to the Sth article, was not intended to anuul, 
or in the slightest degree, to alter or imps'r tne 
upulations of that article; its only object was to 
| guard your government, and all persons who might 
| have had any interest in any of the annulled grants, 
against the possible expectation or pretence that 
| those grants would be mace valid by the Tr sty.~ 
| All grants subsequent to the 24th January, 1818, 
| were declared to be positively null and void, 
| Mr. Onis aiways declared that he signed the testy, 

fully beliening that the grants to the Duke of Alla. 
gon. Count Punon Rostro, and Mr. Vargas, were 
subsequent to that date. But he had, in bis jester 
ito me of 16th November, 1218, declared that these 
' grants were all null and void, because the ¢ssentiat 
| conditions of the grants, had not been fullilicd by 
j the grantees. It was distinctly understood by u: 
'boih, that no grant, of whatever date. shoud be 
made valid by the treaty, which would not have 
been valid by the laws of Spa'n and the Fndics, it 
| the treaty had not been made. tt was thercfore 
| Stipulated, that grants prior to the 24th January, 
; 1818. should be confirmed, only “ to the same ex- 
| tentthat the same grants would be valid, if the ‘Ver 
|ritories had remained under the dominion of his 
; Catholic Majesty ” This of course exchided th 
j three grants above mentioned, whieh Mr. Onis hac 
declared invalid for want of the fulfilment of ‘thes: 
}essentia' conditions, a fact which is now explicitly 
admitted by you. A-single exception to the prii- 
ciple that the treaty should give no confirmation (o 
any imperfect title, was admitted; which « 
tion was, that owners in possession of )ond. 0 
iby reason of the recent circumstances of the ©) 
nish nation, and the revolutions in Euro; 

been prevented from fuliilling al’ the condi: 
their grants, should complece them with 
terms limited to the same, from the dat 
treaty; this had obviously no reference to the «! 
mentioned grants, the grantees of which were asi 
‘in possessi «1 of the lands, who had fulfille:t 
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of their conditiona, and who had not been prevent 
ed fron £ Ii ling any of them by the circumstances 
of Spain. or the only revolutons of Europe 

The article was drawn up by me; and, betore 
assenting to it; Mr. Onis enquires what was wnder- 
stood by me as the import of the terms “ shall com- 
plet- them.” J told him, that, in connection with 
the terms “all the conditions,” they necessarily 
implied that the indulgence would be linuted to 
grantees, who had performed some of the conditions, 
and who had commenced settlements, which it 
would allow them to complete These were pre 
cise'y the cases for which Vr Onis had urged the 
equity of making a provision, and he agreed to 
the article, fully understanding that it would be ap- 
plicable only to them. 

When, after the signature of the treaty; there 
appeared to be some reason for supposing that Mr 
Onis had been mistaken in believing that the grants 
to the Duke of Alazon, Count Punon Rostro, and 
Mr Vargas, were subsequent to the 24th January, 
1818, candor required that Spain and the grantees 
should never have a shadew of ground to expect 
or allege that this circumstance was at all material 
in relation to the bearing of the treaty upon those 
grants. Mr. Onis bad not been mistaken in de- 
Claring that they were invalid, because their condi. 
tions were not fulfilled | He had not been mistaken 
in agreeing to the principle that no grant, valid 
as to Spain, should, by the treaty, be made valid | 
against the United States. He had not been mis- 
teken, in the knowledge that those grantees had | 
neither commenced settlements nor been prevented 
from completing them, by the circumstances of 
Spain, or tiie revolutions in Europe. The declara- | 





j 


tion which Mr. Forsyth was instructed to deliver, || 


was merely to caution all whom it might concern, 
not to infer, from an unimportant mistake of Mr. | 
Onis, as to the date of the grants, other important 
mistakes which had been made, and which the, 
United States would not permit to be made by any | 
one. It was not, therefore, to annul or toalter, but , 
to fulfil the 8th article, asit stands, that the declar- | 
ation was to be delivered; and it was for the same ! 
purpose that this explanation is now given. 

It was with much satisfaction, therefore, that I 
learned from you the determination of your govern- 
ment to assent to the total nullity of the avove men- 
tioned grants 

As | flatter myself that these explanations will | 
remove every obstacle to the ratification of the | 
treaty by His Catholic Majesty, it is much to be re- 
gretted that you have not that ratification to ex-| 
change, nor the power to give a pledge which 
would be equivalent to the ratificaton. Whe six 
months within which the exchange of the ratifica- 
tions were stipulated by the treaty having elapsed, | 
by the principles of our Constitution, the question 
whether it shall be now accepted, must be laid be- 
fore the Senate for their advice and consent. To 
give a lust and signal proof of the earnest wish of 
this government to bring to a conclusion these long 
standing and unhappy <ifferences with Spain, the 
President will so far receive that solemn promise 
of immediate ratification upon the arrival of your 
messenger at Madrid, which, in your note of the 
19th ultimo, you declare yourself authorised, in the 
name of your sovereign, to give, as to submit to the 
Senate of the United States, whether they will ad 
vise and consent to accept it, for the ratification of 
the United States heretofore given. 

But, it is propert. apprize you, that if this offer 
36 not accepted, the United States, besides bei! 
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entitled to resume all the rights, claims, and pree 
{te nsious, wineh they had renounced by tie treaty, 
can no longer consent to relinquish their claims of 
iateanity, and those of their citizens, from Spain, 
for all the injuries which they have suffered and 
are suftcring, by the delay of His Catholic Majesty 
|to ratify the treaty. Lhe amount of claims of the 
catizens of the United States, which existed at the 
time when the treaty was sined, far exceeded that 
| shich the United States consented to accept as in- 
demuity, Their right of territory was, and yet is, 
to the Rio del Norte. Lam instructed to declare, 
; that, ifany fur her delay to the ratification by this 
| tholic Majesty, of the treaty, should occur, the 
United States could not hereafier accept, either of 
' five millions of doliars for the indemmities due to 
jtheir citizens by Spain, nov of the Sabioe, for the 
bounvary between the United States and the Span. 
ish territories. 
Picase to accept the renewed assurance of my 
distinguisbed consideration, 
JOM» QUINCY ADAMS. 
General Don Francisco Dionisio Vives to the Secre- 
tary of State. 
(TRANSLATION ] 
Sir—In answer io your note of the 3d instant, 
and in pursuance of what lexpressed to youin both 





jour late conferences, f have to state to you, that [ 


am satisfied upon the first point of the proépos.|s 
{contained in my note of the idth ultimo; and am 
| persuaded that, if the ex sting laws enacted for the 


|| suppression of piracy, should prove inadequate, 


| more effectual measures wil be adopted by your 
| Government, for the attaimment ct that impertant 
object. 

{ also admit as satisfactory, the answer given to 
the secend point; but i cannot assent to your asser- 
tion that the laws of this ceuntry have always been 
competent to the prevention of the excesses com- 
plained of; it being quite notorious, that the expe- 
dition alluded to, has not been the only one set on 
foot for the invasion of His Majesty’s dominions, 
and it is, therefore, not surprising, that the King. my 
lord, shoud give credit to the information received 
in relation to that expedition, or that he should 
now require of your governmenta pledge, that the 
integrity of the Spanish possessions in North Ameri- 
ca shali be respected. 

[ mentioned to you in conference, and I now re- 
| peat it, that the answer to the third point was not 
such as [ could, agreeably to the natnre of my in- 
| structions, accept, as being satisfactory; and that, 
‘although His Majesty might not have required of 
jany of the European governments the declaration 

which he has required of yours, yet, that ought not 
to be considered 4s unreasonable; it being well 
| known to the King, my master, that those govern- 
ments, so far from being disposed to wish to recog- 
nize the insurgent governments of the Spanish 
colonies had declined the invitation, intimated to 
them some time past, by yours to acknowledge the 
pretended Republic of Buenos Ayres 1, notwith- 
standing, renew to you the assurance that I wil 
submit to his Majesty the verbal discussion we have 
had upon this point, and accompany it with suc 
addi ional arguments as will, in my judg ment, pro- 
bably determine His Majesty to declare himself te 
be satisfied therewith. 

In the event of the king’s receiving as satisfac- 
tory the answer of y ur government to the third 
point of my proposals, the abrogation of the grants 
will be attended with no difficulty; nor has tat 
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ever been the chief motive for suspeiding the ra‘ 
fication of the treaty; for the thorough compre 
hension of which I waive, at present, any repiy te 
the remarks which you are pleased to offer on that 
topic. Icannot, however, refrain from stating to 
you that, in discussing with you the validity or the 
vallity of the grants above mentioned, I merely sairi 
“that, in my private opinion, they were null an 

void, through the wnadiiity of the grantecs to comply 
with the terms of the law ” . 

It isto me a matter of g eat regret that I have it 
not inmy power to repeat the soiemn promise that 
His Majesty will ratify the treaty; inasmuch as 1 
cgnnaet, agreeably to my instructions, xccept as sa 

tisfactory the answer given to the third point o! 
my proposals. fam. however, persuaded that Hy 
Majesty upon consideration of their represeniation 
which } shalt have the honor to lay before him. anc 
of the r assiyned by your government ‘or 
With lini : “third point, willeon 
gider ‘imself as satistied and ratify the treaty. 

I further cdnceive it my duty to Siate to you, 
hat, at the time when I communicated to your go- 

nent fhe ethsfance of my present answer, I 

ed, speaking in my individual ity 

» although t had no ¢fficial information of it, yet| 
t consider withentic the current titellivence oi 
an iinportant change said to have taken place in the 
government of Spain; and that this c:rcumstance 
alone Would impose on me the obligation of giving 
no preater latitude to my promise previous to my 
receiving new instructions 

I, therefore, hope that your government, upon 
consideration of what I have now submitted to you, 

and of the contents of my former notes, will agree 
to await the final decision of the King, my master, 
upon the only point still pending, and the adjust- 
ment of which is not within my competency; so 
that the tresty receive its final accomplishment, 
thereby securing and perpetuating a perfect har- 
mony and goed understanding between the two 
governments. 

Be pleased to accept the assurances of my distin- 
guished consideration. 1 pray God to preserve 
you many years. 

FRANCISCO DIONISIO VIVES. 

Washington, May 5, 1820, 
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The Secretary of State to General Vives. 
General Vives, Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary of Spain, 
Department of State, 
Washington, 6th May, 1820 ¢ 
Sir—In the letter which f have had the honor of 
receiving from you, dated yesterday, you observe 
that you renew the assurance that you will submit 
to His Majesty the verbal discussion we huve had on 
the third point, concerning which you were in 
structed to ask for explanations. I have to request 
of you to state specifically the representation which 
you propose to make’to His Majesty of what pas- 
sed between us in conference on this subject 
. IT pray you to accept the renewed assurance o/ 
my distingunshed consideration. 
, JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. 
General Don Francisco Dionisio Vives to the Secre- 
tary of State 
[TRANSLATION. ] 
Sir—L have received the note you were pleased 
to address to me, of yesterday’s date, and, in an 
twerthereto, I have to state, that the verbal dis. 
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proposals, is omprised in your note of the third, 
and my reply of the fitth «sant; avd that, co. e- 
quently, the statement — it, witeh | sludl transmit 


for his Majests’s intornation, wilt be in strict ace 
cordance with the tenor of the said notes 
lrenew to you the assurance of my ngh esteem, 
and I pray God to preserve you meny years. 
FRANCISCO DIONISIU VIVES. 
Washington, 7th May, 1820. 


The Secretary of State, to General Don Francisce 
Dionisio Vives, Envoy t.xtraordinary, and Minis- 
ter Plenipotentiary of Spain. 

Department of State, Washington 8th May 1820, 


Sir—tn the letter which I had the honor of wri- 
ting you, onthe 3¢ inst. it was observed that all 
reference would readily be waived to the delays 
which have retarded the ratification by His Catholic 
Majesty, of the treaty of the 22d February, 1819— 
and all disquisition upon the perfect right of the 
United states, to that ratification; in the confident 

spectation that it would be immediately given 
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cussion between us, npen the third puitt of my 


upon the arrival of your messenger at Madrid, and 
subject to your compliance with the proposal offer. 
ed you in the same note, as the last proof which 
the President could give of his reliance tpon the 
termination of the differences between the United 
States and Spain, by the ratification of the treaty. 

This proposal was, that, upon the explanations 
given you on all the points, noticed in your instruc. 
tions, and with which you had admitted yourself to 
be personally satisfied, you should give the solemn 
promise, in the name of your sovereign, which, by 
your note of the 19th ult. you had declared your- 
self authorised to pledge, that the ratification should 
be given immediately on the arrival of your messen- 
ger at Madrid, which promise the President con- 
sented so far to receive, as to submit the question 
for the advice and consent of the Senate of the 
United States, whether the ratification of Spain 
should, under these circumstances, be accepted in 
exchange for that of the United States heretofore 
given. But the President has, with great regret, 
perceived by your note of the 5th inst. that you de- 
cline giving even that unconditional promise, upor 
two allegations: one, that although the exp!anations 
given you on one of the points mentioned in you 
note of the 14th ultimo, are satisfactory to yourself, 
and you hope and believe will prove so to youy 
sovereign, they still Were not such as you were au- 
thorized by your instructions to accept—and the 
other, that you are informed a great change hag 
recently occurred in the government of Spain, 
which circumstance alone would prevent you from 
giving a further latitude to your promise previous 
to your receiving new instructions. 

It becomes, therefore, indispensably necessarp 
to shew the absolute obligation by which His Catho- 
lc Majesty was bound to ratify the treaty within 
the term stipulated by one of its articles; that the 
season alledged for his withholding the ratification 
are altogether insufficient for the justification of 
that measure, and that the United States have sof- 
fered by it the violation of a perfect right for which 
they are justly entitled to indemnity and satisfac. 
ion, a right further corroborated by the conside. 
ation that the refusal of ratification necessarily in- 
rluded the non-fulfilment of another compact be- 
tween the parties which had been ratified—the con. 
vention of August, 1802, 

While regretting the necessity of producing this 
provf, t willingly repeat the expression ef my se 
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tisfaction at being relieved from that of enlarging 
upon other topics of an unpleasant character. I 
shall allude to none of those, upon which you have 
admitied the explanations given to be satisfactory, 


considering them as no longer subjects of discussion | 


between us or our governments. I shall with plea- 
sure forbear noticing any remarks in your notes 
concerning them, which might otherwise require 
animadversion. 

With the view of confning this letter to the only 
point upon which further observation is necessary, 
it will be proper to state the present aspect of the 
relations between the contracting parties. 

‘he treaty of 22nd February, 1819, was siened, 
aftera succession of negotiations, of nearly twenty 
years’ duration, in which all the causes of differ- 
ence between the two nations had been thorough- 
ty discussed, and with a final admission on the part 
of Spain that there were existing just cloims on her 
government, at least to the amount of five millions 
of dollars, due to citizens of the United States, and 
for the payment of which, provi-ion was made by 
the treaty It was signed by a minister, who had 
been several years residing in the United States, 
in constant and unremitted exertions to maintain 
the interests and pretensions of Spain, involved in 
the negotiation; sygned after producing a full pow- 
er, by which, in terms as solemn and as sacred as 
the hand of a sovereign can subscribe, his Catholic 
Majesty had promised to approve, ratify, and fulfil, 
whatever should be stipulated and signed by him 

You will permit me to repeat, that, by every 
principle of natural right, and by the universal as- 
sent of civilized nations, nothing can release the 
honor of a sovereign from the obligation of a pro- 
mise thus unqualified, without the proof that his 
Minister has signed stipulations unwaranted by his 
instructions. ‘The express authority of two of the 
most eminent writers upon national law, to this 
point were cited in Mr. Forsyth’s letter of 2nd Oc 
tober, 1819, to the Duke of San Fernando. ‘The 
words of Vattel are: “But, to refuse, with honour, 
to ratify that which has been concluded in virtue 
of a full power, the sovereign must liave strong and 
solid reasons for it; and particularly he must shew 
that his minister transcended his instructions.”-— 
‘The words of Martens are: “ Every thing that has 
been stipulated by an agent, in conformity to his 
full powers, ought to become obligatory for the 
state from the moment ef signing, without ever 
waiting for the ratification. However, not to ex- 
pose a state to the errors of a single person, it is 
now become a general maxim, that public conven- 
tions do not become obligatory until ratitied. The 
motive of this custom clearly proves that the rati- 
fication can never be refused with justice, except 
when he who is charged with the negociation, 
keeping within the extent of his public full powers, 
has gone beyond bis secret instructions, and, con- 
sequently, rendered himself liable to punishment; 
or when the other party refuses to ratify.” In your 
Jetter of the 24th ultimo, you observe that these 
positions have already been refuted by your govern- 
ment; which makes it necessary to inquire, as I, 
with great reluctance do, how they have been re- 
tuted? 

The duke of San Fernando, in his reply to this 
Jetter of Mr. Forsyth, says. maintains, and repeats, 
“that the very authorities cited by Mr. Forsyth, 
literally declare, tliat the sovereign, for strong and 
solid reasons, or, if his minister has exceeded his 
instructions, may refuse his ratification, [Vattel, 
Beck hap. 12 ] and that public treaties ate not 
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| obligatory until ratified.” { Martens, book 2, chap. 
'3.] In these citations, the duke of San Fernando 
has substituted for the connective term and in Vat. 
tel, which makes the proof of instructions transcend. 
| ed indispensable to justify the refusal of ratifica- 
, tion, the disjunctive term or, which presents it as 
, an alternative, and unnecessary, on the contingen- 
| cy of other existing strong and solid reasons. Vattel 
| Says the sovereign must have strong and solid rea- 
isons and particu/arly must show that the minister 
‘transcended his instructions. The duke of San 
| Fernando makes him say the sovereign must have 
strong and soljd reasons, or if his minister has:ex- 
ceeded his instructions. Yattel not only makes 
the breach of instructions indispensable, but puts 
upon the sovereign the obligation of proving it-— 
The duke of San Fernando cites Vattel, not only 
as admitting that other reasons, without a breach of 
,instroctions, may justify a refusal or ratification, but 
that the mere fact of such a breach wovld also jus- 
tify the refusal, without requiring that the sove- 
reign alledaing should prove it- 

Is this refutation? 

The only observation that I shall permit myself 
upon it, is to mark how conclusive the authority of 
the passage in Vattel must have been to the mind of 
him who thus transformed it to the purpose for 
which he was contending. The citation from Mar- 
tens receives the same treatment The Duke of 
San Fernando takes by itselfa part of a sentence, 
“that public treaties are not obligatory antil ra- 
tified.”” He omits the preceeding sentence, by 
which Martens asserts that « treaty, signed in con- 
formity to full powers, is in rigour obligatory from 
the moment of signature, without waiting for the 
ratification. He omits the part of the sentence cit- 
ed, which ascribes the necessity of a ratification to 
an usuage founded upon the danger of exposing a 
stute to the errors of its Minister He omits the fol- 
lowing sentence, which explicitly asserts that this 
usuage can never be resorted to, in justification of a 
refusal to ratify, unless when the Minister has ex- 
ceeded his secret instructicns; and thus, with this 
half ofa sentence, stripped of all its qualifying con- 
text, the Duke brings Martens to assert that which 
| he most explictly denies 

Is this refutation? 

While upon this subject permit me to refer you 
to, another passage of Vattel, which I the’ more 
i readily cite, because, independent of its weight as 
l authority, it places this obligation of sovereigns up- 
/onits immoveable foundation of eternal justice in 
the law of nature. “ It is shewn by the law of na-, 
ture, that he who has made a promise to any one, 
has conferred upon him a true right ta require the 
thing promised; and that, consequentiy, not to keep 
'a perfect promise, is to violate the right of another, 
| and is as manifest an injustice, as that of depriving 
'a person of his property. All the tranquility, the 
happiness, and security, of the human race, rests on 
justice, on the obligation of paying a regard to the 
rights of others. The respect of others for out 
rights of domain and property constitutes the secu- 
rity of our actual possessions. ‘The faith of promis- 
es is our security for the things that cannot be de- 
livered or executed on the spot. There would be 
no more security, no longer any commerce between 
mankind, did they not believe themselves obliged 
to preserve their faith and keep their word. ‘This 
obligation is then as necessary, as it is natural and 
indubitable between the nations that live together 
in a state of nature, and acknowledge no superior 
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ciety. Nations and their conductors cught then to 
keep their promises and their treaties inviolable. 
This great truth. thougi too often neglected jn practice, 
is generally -cknowledged by all nations.” 

The melancholy aliusion to the frequent practi- 
cal neglect of this unquestionable principle, would! 
afford a sufficient reply to your assertion that the 
ratification of treaties has ofien been refused, though 
signed by ministers with unqualified full powers, 
and without breach of their instructions. No ease 
ean be cited by you, in which sucha _ refusal has 
been justly given; and the fact of refusal, separate 
from the justice of the case, amounts to no more 
than the assertion that sovereigns have often violat- 
ed their engagements and their duties. The obli- 
gation of his Catholic Majesty to ratifv the treaty 
signed by Mr. Onis is therefcre complete. 

Vhe 16th and last article of this treaty is in the 
following words: ‘* The present treaty shall be rati- 
fied, in due form; by the contracting parties, and the 
ratifications shall be exchanged in six months from | 
this time, or sooner, if possible” On the fuith of bis 
Catholic Majesty’s promise. the treaty was, imme- 
diately after its signature, ratifed, on the part of the 
United States, and on the 18th of May following, 
Mr. Forsyth, by an official note, informed the Mar 
quis to Casa Yrujo. their Minister of Foreign Af- 
fairs at Madrid, that the treaty, duly ratified by the 
United States, had been entrusted to him by the 
President, and that he was prepared to exchange it 
for the vatification of Spain. He added that, from 
the nature of the engagement. it was desirable that, 
the earliest exchange should be made; and t)at 
the American ship of war Hornet was waiting in 
the harbor of Cadiz, destined in afew days to 
the United States, and affording an opportunity pe- 
culiarly convenient of transmitting the ratified trea- 
ty to the United States. 

No answer having been returned to this note, on 
the 4th of June Mr Forsyth addressed to the same 
Minister a second, urging, in the most respectful 
terms, the necessity of the departure of the Hornct, 
the just expectation of the United States that the 
ratified treaty would be transmitted by that vessel, 
and the disappointment which could not fail to en- 
sue should she return without it. 

After 15 days of further delay, on the 19th of June 
Mr. Forsyth was informed, by a note from Mr. Sal 
mon, successor to the Marquis of Casa Yrujo, that 
* his Majesty, on reflecting on the great importance 
« and interest of the treaty in question, was under 
* the indispensable necessity of examining it with 
* the greatest c.ution and deliberation, before he 
* proceeded to ratify it, and that this was al/ he was 
« enabled to communicate to Mr. Forsyth on that 
* point.” 5 

Thus, after the lapse of more than a month, from 
the time of Mr. Forsyth’s first rote, and of more 
than two months from the time wien your govern. 
ment had received the treaty, with a knowledge 
that it had been ratified by the United States. the 
ratification of a treaty which his Catholic Majesty 
had solemnly promised, so that it might be exchange 
ed within six months from the date of its signature, 
or sooner, if possible, .was withheld thereby to give 
time to his Catholic Majesty to examine it; and this 
treaty was the result of twenty years’ negotiation, 
in which every article and subject contained in it 
had been debated and sifted, to the utmost satiety, 
between the parties, both at Washington and Ma- 
drid; a treaty in which the stipulations by the Spa 
nish Minister had been sanctioned by successive re- 
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rere by the formal admission of your own note, 
lly withia the compass of his instructions 

If, under the feeling of such a procedure on the 
art of the Spanish government, the Minister of the 
Inited States appealed to the just rghts of his 
ountry in expressions suited more to the sense of 
l its wrongs than to the courtesies of European diplo- 
jmacy, nothing had “til then cccurred which could 
| have restrained your government from asking of 
jhim any explanation whieh could be necessary fir 
| fixing its determination unon the ratification No 
explanation was asked of h 


| 


w 
fr 


P 
l 
c 


nim 

Nearly two months afterwards, on the 10th of 
August, Mr, Forsyth was informed that the King 
would not come to a final decision upon the ratifi- 
cation, without previously entering into several e2- 
planations with the government, of the U. States, to 
some of whichth.t government had given rise; and 
that his Mojeste had charged a person possessed of 
his full confidence, who would forthwith make known 
tothe United States his Majesty’s intentions. Mr. 
Fors: th offered himself to give every explanation 
which conld be justly required; but \our fovern- 
ment declining them from him, assigning to him the 
shortness of the time; a reason altogether different 
from that which you now allege, of the disrespect- 
fal character of his communications. 

From the 10th of August till the 14th of the Jast 
month, a period of more thar eight months passed! 
over, during which no informotion was given by 
your government of the nature of the explanations 
‘which would be required. The government of 
ithe United States, by a forbearance perhaps unex- 
ampled in human history, has patiently waited for 
your arrival, alwavs ready to give, in candor and 
sincerity, every explanation that could with any 
propriety be demanded What then must have 
| heen the sentiments of the President apon finding, 
by your note of the 14th ultimo, that, instead of ex- 
planations, His Catholic Majesty has instructed you 
to demand the negociation of another treaty, and 
to call upon the United St :tes for stipulations dere - 
gatory to their honor, and incompatible with ther 

duties as’ an independent nation? 





What must be 
the feelings of this nation to learn that, when eed 
| upon to state whether you were the bearer of Fis 
| Catholic Majesty’s ratification of the treaty, to be 
exchanged upon the explanations demanded be ing 
| given, you explicitly answered that you were ni 
And, when required to sav whether vou are author. 
ized, a3 a snbstitute for the ratification, to give the 
pledge of immediate possession of the territory, 
from which the acknowledged just claims of tlic 
citizens of the United States were stipulated to be 
indemnified, you still answer that you are not, bet 
refer us back to a solemn promise of the King, ai- 
ready pledged before in the full power to your pic- 
decessor, and to a ratification, as sven as possidl:, 
already stipulated in vain by the treaty which lic, 
in full conformity to his instructions, had signed? 

The ratification of the treaty can now, no longer 
be accepted by this government, without the con 
currence of a constitutional majority of the Senate 
of the United States, to whom it must be again re- 
ferred. Yet even this promise, you were, by my 
letter of the Sd inst. informed that, rather than 
abandon the last hope of obtaining tne fulfilment 
of his Catholic Majesty’s promise, already given, 
the President would, so far as was constitutional’y 
within his power, yet accept 

The assurances which vou had given me in the 
first personal conference between us, of your ow 1 








ferences cf every nvis:t of bis own government, and 





entire satisfaction with the czplanations given yo.: 
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upon all the points on wiitci you had been instruct: | 


b accepted by the President, and I am constrained 


ed to ask them, would naturally have led to the jj to observe, that he can consider the procedure of 


expectation that the promise whicir you was au 
thorised to give would at least not be wit held 
From your letter of the Sth inst. however, it ap 
pears tat no discretion has been left to you, t 

ledge even His Majesty’s promise of ratification 
in the event of your being yourself satisfied wi! 
the explanations upon ail/ the points desived : that 


the only promise you can give, is conditional. ani! 


the condition a point upon which vour government, 
when they prescribed it, could not but know it was 
impossidle that the United States shoukl comply ; 
a condition incompatible with their independence, 
their neutrality, the:r justice, and their honor. 
It was also a condition which His Catholic Majes- 
ty had not the shadow of a right to proseribe. The 
treaty ad been signed by Mr. Onis with a tall 
knowledge that ao suca engagement as that con- 
templated by it, would ever be acceded to by the 
Anorcan goverament, and after long an unweari- 
ed ffurtsto obtain it 
the United States and Spain had no connexion 


with the war between Spain and Sowh America {[ derstood you right, your intent 
The obicct of the treaty was to settle the bounda- | 


ries, and adjust and provide tor the claims between 
your nations so cd ours; and Spain at no time could 
have aright to require that any stipulation concern- 
ing the contest between her and her colomes 
should he connected with it. As his Catholic Ma- 
jesty could aot justly require it, daring the nego- 
ciation of that treaty, still less could it afford a jus- 
tific..tion for withholding his promised ratification 
after it was concluded. . 
The proposal, which, at a prior period, had been; 
made by the government of the United States to} 
eome of the principal powers of Europe, for are- | 
eoguition, in concert, ofthe independence of Bue-! 
nos Ayres, wes founded, as [ have chsert- 
ed to you, upon an opinion then and still en | 
tertained, tha this recognition must an! would, at | 
no very remote jerod, be made by Spain herselt | 
that the join: acknowledg: vent by several of the | 
principal powers of the world at the same time, | 
wight probably induce Spain the sooner to accede | 
to that necessity, in which she must altimately ac | 
quiesce, aid would thereby hasten an event pro- | 
pitious to her own interests, by terminating aj 
struggle in which she is wasting ber strength and 
resources, without a possiility of success: an event 
ardently to be desired by every friend of humanity, 
afflicted by the continual horrors of a war, cruct 
and sangninary a!nost beyond example ; an even! 
not only desirab!c to the unhappy people who are 
suffering tlie complicated dissresses and calam.ties 
of this war, ut to all the nations having relations 
of amity and of commerce with them. This pro- 
posal, founded von such motives, far trom giving 
to Spain the riprit to claim of the United States an | 
engagement nucto recognize the Soutn American, 
overnment, ought to have been considered by, 
Sein as a proof at once of the moderation and 
discretion of the United States; as evidence of 
their disposition to diseard all selfish or exelusive 
views in the adoption of a measure which they! 
deemed wise and just in itself, but most likely to, 
prove efficacious, by a com non adoption of it, in, 
Inaspirit entirely pacific, in concert with oth«r 
nations, rather than y a precipitate resort to it, on 
the part of the United States alone. 
The conditiona! promise therefore, now offered ; 
by you, instead of the »ositive one which you 





Vhe differences between! 


l} your government in thus providing you with pow. 
| ers and jos ructions utterly inefficient for the conclu. 
-|[sion of the neociation wuh which you are cuarg. 
»Hed,imno other ight thin as proceding froma de. 
Fiermination on its part, sill to protract and baflle 
| ts final success® Tissue. Oder these circtonstan. 
pees he deems tt his du'vto suonit the correspond. 
ence which his passe betweeti us sivce your ar. 
rival. to tae consideration of the Congress of the 
Uiuited states, to whom it willbelorg to decide 
jphow tar the Untied States can yet consistently 
with their duties to themselves, and the rights of 
their citizens, authofise the further delay request. 
ed in your note of the 3th mst. 
In the conciusion of that note, you have remark- 
ed, alluding to a great change which appears to 
have taken place since your departure frou Mad. 
ridin the Government of Spain, that this eireuin- 
stance alone would impose on you the obligatron of" 
giving no greater latitude to wour promise previous 
i} to your receiving new instruciions. tf LE have ate 





| 
i 
; 


m isto remark 
that this circumstance alone would restrain vou m 
any event from giving without new ins ructions 
the unconditional promise of ratifeanion, whit 
in a formernote, you had declared yanrscif’ autt 


a . 


ised in the pane of your Sovereign to give. This 
seems to be equivalent tou dectaration that you 
consider your powers thenselvesin the extent 
to which they were entrusted lo vou as suse 
pended by the events to wmen vourthus veter. 
It Dam misiaken ia taking ties i 
will you have the zoudiess t) on 





ks 
rm me how far 
you do cons der your powers silected by tiie pres- 
ent state of yvur information-froo Spnui ? 
Pease to accept the assurance of my distinguishes 
ed consideration, JOUN QUINCY ADAMS. 
Mr. Gallatin tothe Seeretory of State, 
Paris, Fepruery 15, 1820. 
Sir; General Vives, the new Minister of spun 
to the United States, arrived at Parison the (lin 
instant, and left jton the ilth, for Lowdon, wha 
the intention to embark at siiverpool, in the New- 
York packet, which wii! sail on the Ist day of 
Viarch, 
Mr, Pasquier. after having seen him, invited me 
to an poterview on the 12th, and said thal be was ia 
hopes that the difiereuces might still be a hinsted,; 
Genera Vives had told hun that the principal points 
with Spain were, that the honor ef the eccown 
should be saved (misa ecnuvert) in the business of ~ 
the grants, and to receive satisfactory evidence of 
‘ur mtention to preserve a iatr neutraliy inthe 
colonial war. Me, Pasquier had observed to him 
that it would be a matter of deep regret that private 
interest shouid prevent the conclusion o: such 
inimportant arrangement, and that when i was 
clear that there had been at least a misunderstand- 
‘ng on the subject, the King’s dignity could not 
de inju ed by aretumo'ion ofthe srantis,or by an 
exchange for other lands. He seemed to think 
“hat this would be arranged, and asked nme what I 
thought we could de respecting the otter point? 
| answered that thefullest reliance m ght ve placed 
yo the fiirness of our neutrality, and, that | was 
‘eally at a loss to kmow what conld be added to 
he measures the United States had aire adopted 
‘oenforeeit. Mir. Pasquier gave ume 69 under. 





have declared yourself anthorised to give, cannot" stand that ifthere was any defect, however trifling, 





Vou 


jn Oo 
bar 
the 
it ¢ 
cor 


his 


Vou. 1X.) 


jn our laws, and that was amended, it would pro. 
basly be sufficient to satisfy the pride of Spain, as 
thece now app ared areal desire to ratify, provided 
it could be done without be raying a glaring in. 
consistency. He had expressed to General Vives 
his opinion of the impropriety of asking from the 
United States any promise not to recognize the 
independence of the insurgent colonies and had 
to'd him thal, on that subject, Spain could onty 
rely on the moraleffect which a solemn treaty, ac 
conmnodating all ber dtfferences with the United 
S:ates, would ave on ‘herr future proceedings. 

1 expressed my hope that ‘heey planations which 
General Vives. was instructed to give on the sub 
ject of the grants, andto ask on that of our neu. 
trality, might be sech as toremove all the exist- 
ingdukenlties, But it was mast important that he 
siiou'darrive inthe United States belore the a:- 
journmentof Congress, and that 1e should be the} 
bearer of the King’s ratifications might be at 
once exchanged at Wastington. Lf that was not} 





done, the President would have 20 more security 
thatthe King wonld ratity 
Mr. Onis’ acts; anc 
that he would run the risk of a seeond disappoint. 
his observation forcibly struck Mr. Pas 
ke further enqui- 


( 


4 


it was impossible to suppose | 

} 
meat 
quier, who satd that he would ma 
ries on that point, 

{ saw, thesame evening, the Spanish Ambassa-| 
do, at this court, and m the course ofa short con-} 
versation, he suggested that the grants in dispute | 
might be set aside,the granees not having fulfiled | 
certain conditions or formalities; and, after acknow- | 
ledging that General Vives, was not the bearer of | 
the King’s ravification, he hinted that he was an-| 
thorised to give the United S ates satisfactory se | 
curity that Spain wou'd fulfilher engagements. 

On the 13h I dined atthe Minister of Foreign 
Affairs, with General Vives, who repeated to me, 
in substanc:, what he had saidto Mr, Pa quier, 1) 
told him thatthe President would judge of the ex-! 
planations he had to give on the subject of the| 
grants; that he m'ght rely on the de‘ermination of 
the United States to preserve their neitrality, and 
not less on che ma wer in which the laws ter en. | 
forcing it were executed, than on the tenor of | 
those laws, which I observed were, and had al | 
ways been, more ful) and efficient than those of} 
either England or France, on the same subject; 
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reneral Vives’ than i 


| 


JAS 
with the views of the President, as stated in his 
mes age, and would at ali evenis prevent a rupture, 
we both agreed that no time should be !ost in com. 
municating to ygu General Vives’ declarations, 


I have the honor to be, &c, 
LBERT GALLATIN. 
OFFICjAL ARTICLE. 
PROGLAMATION OF THE KING TO THE NATION. 
Gazette Extra of Madrid, March 12. 
Spaniards !—- When by your heroic efforts 
you succeeded in terminating a captivity in 
which I was detained by the most unheard 
|of perfidy, every thing Tsaw and was inform- 
jed of on entering inte my native land, con- 
ispired to persuade me that the nation wish- 
ied to see revived its ancient fori of govern- 
;ment; and this persuasion must have deciwed 
jme to conform myself with the general wish 
ofa magnarimous people, who. vanquisher of 





‘a foreign enemy. feared the stil more dread- 
iful evils of intestine ‘divisions. 

| [ was, however, well aware that the rapid 
|progress of civilization in Europe, the uni- 
versal diffusion of knowledge, even amoug 
ithe lower classes, the most frequent inter- 
course with the differeut parts of the piste, 
and the won ierful events of the present era, 
had given rise toideas and desires unknown 
to our forefathers, which imperiously demand. 
ed the most energetic measures in the go- 
‘vernment. I also knew well that it was in- 
dispensable that the political institutions 
should agree with such principles, thereby to 
vbtain that harmony between the people und 
the laws on which the stability and peace of 
society so much depend. 

But while 4 was maturely planning, with 
‘the solicitude of my paternal heart, the 
changes to be effected in our fundamental ad- 
/ministration, more suitable to the national 
| character and to the present state of the dif- 


' 


that { could not say whether the question of recog. | ferent provinces of the Spanish monarchy, 
nizing the independenceof the insurgent colonies | and als more analageous to an enlightened 


would be agitated during the present session of, 
Congress, bur that if it was, the decision would | 
Probably havetaken place before his arrival. | 

I then rep ated what [ had said to Mr. Pasquier, | 
Tesnecting the importance of bis being au-horised 
to exchange the ratifications of hetreaty, Hean- 
Swered, that althongh he was not, he could, in 
case of an arrangement give satisfactory secur ty 
tathe United States, and that it would con: st in| 
consenting that they should take immediate pos- 
session of Florida, without waiting for the ratifi- 
cation of the treaty. 

General Vives repeated, in the course of the 
evening, the same thing, to Mr. Pasquier, with 
whom { had afterwards a short conversation on 
thesubject. Hesee ned extremely?astonished that 
the Spanish government <hould have adopted 
that course rather than to authorise their Minis- 
ter ro exchange at once the ratifications. Since, 


| 
! 


nation, you have let me know your wishes, 
‘for the re-establishment of the constitution 
| proclaimed in Cadiz, in the year 1812, amidst 
the bustle of arms, and while to the astonish- 
ment of the world you were fighting for the 
|liberty of your country. I have listened to 
| your desires, and, as a loving father, I have 
condescended to grant what my children 
‘thought most conducive to their happiness. [ 
| have sworn to that constitution for which you 
jhave longed, and I will always be its firmest 
supporter. I have already taken the most 
efiective measures for the immediate conva- 
eation of the cortes. [congress.] In them, 
and united to your representatives, I will 
make it my glory to concur in the great work 





however, the measure they proposed coincided 


hoof national prosperits. 
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Spaniards—Your glory is my only ambi- 
tion. ‘The desire of my heart is to see you 
all united and happy round my throne— 
Trust then to your king, who addresses you 
with that sincere effusion of his soul which 
the circumstances in which you are, and a 
sense of the high duty imposed upon him by 
Providence, inspire him with; your happi- 


ness will henceforth depend, in a great mea-| 


sure upon yourselves. Do not suffer your- 
selves to be seduced by the deceitful appear 
ance of a chimerical happiness which often 
prevent the attaining of real bliss. Allow 
not your passions to be excited, as they are | 
wont to make enemies o' those who ought al- 
ways to live as brothers, and be as unanimous 
in their wishes as they are in the po-session 
of one religion, the speaking of one language, | 
and the conforming to the same manners and | 


(No. 20 


The following bills from the other House, were 
severally read the third time, passed and returned, 
VIZ: 

Che bill to annex certain lands, within the terrj. 
tory of Michigan, to the land district of Detroit. 

Mhe bil for the rehef of Angus O. Frazer; 

The bil! for the relief of certain settlers in the 
state of Illinois who reside in the land district of 
Vincennes; 

The bill to amend the act providing for the pub. 
lication of the laws of the Union( with amendments.) 

Che bill for ths relief of Lewis H Guerlain; 

The engrossed bill to limit the term of office of 
certain officers was also read the third time, passed 
and sent to the other House for concurrence. 

Che Senate took up the amendments of the 
other House to the bil! extending the charter of the 
city of Washington, and agreed to all of them ex- 
cept that which strikes out of the charter the au. 
thority to the city to raise, with the approbation of 
ithe President of the United States, money for cer. 
purposes, by way of lottery. This amendment was 





customs. Repel the perfitious insinuations, 


so artfully disguised by your enemies. 
Let us conform ourseives strictly to th 
constitution, as I myself wili be the first t 


do, and let us show to Kurope a pattern of 
wisdom, order and perfect moderation, in a 


jaduoasted by Messrs. King, of N. Y. and Burrill, and 
fopposed by Messrs. Horsey and Roberts, and was 
disagreed to—16 to 10, anda committee of conter- 
e ||ence appointed on the part of the Senate on the 
{| suaject. 
. ‘Lhe Senate took up the amendments of the other 
|| House to the bill to establish additional land offices 
|| in the state of Alabama (proposing to establish addi- 





crisis which, in other nations, has been accom- |! tional offices alsv in lilinoisand Indiana.) The first 
— by scenes of bloodshed and havoc.— ar py — ee having a _ 
ba . . . | greed to heretotore—ihe question was taken, after 

set us make the Spanish name admired and |/5 i : 


} 


: . 11:1, || Some discussion, on agreeing to the second amend- 
respected, at the same time that we establish 


forever our happiness and our glory. 
Madrid, March 10th, 1820. 


16th CONGRESS—Ilst SESSION. 
IN SENATE.—maar 5 to 8. 
In the Senate, this day the only interesting sub 





ject before that body, was “ a bill to limit the term 


|ment respecting Indiana, and was negatived, by 
| yeas 7—nays 21. 

} ‘The Senate resumed the consideration of the re- 
solution from the other house, declaring the con- 
sent of Congress to a compact between the states 
of Tennessee and Kentucky for the settlement of 
_ || their dividing line. 

Mr. Earos moved to amend the resolution so as 





of office, of certain officers,” which provides that | to extend the approbation of Congress not only Se 
ull district attorneys, colicctors of the customs, na- | this compact, but * to such a compact as may be 
val officers. surveyors of the customs, navy agents, | agreed on between said states. 

receivers of public moneys for lands, registers of the fhis amen tment was opposed by Mr Logan, and 


Jand offices, the apothecary general, xnd commisa- 


was advocated by Measrs. Eaton and Williams, of 


ry general of purchases, the assistant apothecaries | Tenn. on the ground that the settlement recom- 
general, and pursers of the navy, be appointed for | mended by the commissioners had not yet been 


the term of four years; but shall be removeable 
from office at pleasure; the provisions of the bill 
also regulate the tine, when those at present in 
commission, shall come under the present regula- 
tion. 

Mr. Macow, submitted the following motion for 
consideration: 

Resolved, That authority ought to be vested in 
the treasury Department, to examine and finally 
settle all such equitable claimsas cannot, according 
to the rules and regulations of the Department, be 
now settled. 

The President communicated a report of the Pre- 
sident and directors of the Wasiington Canal Com- 
pany, made in obedience, to the provisions of their 
charters containiiig a statement of their receipts, 


(near $5,000) and expenditures, since the Slst of || 


January 1519. 

The Senate resumed, 2s in committee of the 
whole, the consideration of the bill entitled, “An act 
to alter the times of the sessions of the Circuit and 


acted on by the legislature of Tennessse, though 
it had been by that of Kentucky; that it was not 
certain that it would be ratified by the legislature 
of the former state, and they wished to provide fur 
any agreement which might be finally concluded be- 
tween the two states. The amendment was nega- 
tived; when Mr. WittiaMs, of Tenn. moved the in- 
definite postpenement of the resolution; but after- 
wards varied his motion to a postponment until to- 
morrow; which was agreed to. 
‘Tue following bills from the other house, succes- 
sively underwent examination and discussien in 
}committees of the whole, and were severally order- 
ed to be read a third time, viz: 

The bill for the relief of General James Wilkin- 
| SON; 





TUESDAY, MAY 9. 


ij} Mr. Diccerson, from the committee of com- 


|merce and manufactures, reported a bill authoris 
ing the repair of a sea wall at the tsle of Shoals, 





District Courts in the District of Columbra,” after 
some amendments being made thereto, the bill was | 
pestpoued tall to-morrow. 


! ee 
we a bill for the relief of Jacob Babbitt; which 
i read. 


ATLANTIC CANALS. 
The Senate resumed, in committee of the 











Vor. XI ] 


whole, Mr- Monrniz in the chair, the bill to autho 
rise lhe appointment of commissioners to survey 
the routes of certain canals—Mr. Burrill’s amend 
ment being still under consideration. 

Mr. Trimntr hoped the amendment would not 
be adopted. The committee had reported this dill 
in such a shape as to make it unexceptionable to 
the Executive, whose opinion on the subject had 
Keen officially avowed. The opinion of the Exe 
cutive was, that Congress had no power to convert 
the property of individuals to public uses, but that 
they might subscribe to the stock of companies 
formed for effecting public improvements. This 
amendment would conflict with that opinion, and 
mistht, if adopted, defeat the objects of the bill. 

Ir. Bonnicy could see no ditierence, except in 
favor of the amendment. The fact that the state 
of Massachusetts had not takén up this object was 
a reason for its being done by this government; it 
wasas important, as well in regard to the public se 
curity 2s to other advantages, as any other; the ob- 
jects contemplated by the bill had been commenc- 
ed by the states, and, from their great value to the 
internal communication and their vicinity to the 
great cities of the sea-board, they could be accom- 
plished without any aid from the general govern- 
ment. Whe object of the amendment was differ- 
ently circumstanced. ‘his, for local reasons. had 
not been considered important by the state of Mas- 
sachusetts; that state had directed its attention to 
a different object—to the canal into Buzzard’s Bay. 
The route contemplated by him in offering the 
amendment was from the waters of Yaunton river 
to Boston Bay, and though the river fell into Nara 
gansett Bay, the canal would be wholly in Massa- 
chusetts, and excluded the mterference of any 
other state. But, Mr. lB. said, the United States 
had just as much right to order a survey in one 
Stute as in another; the permission of a state was no 
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suspended until the end of the next session of Con. 
| gress.”” 
This motion was negatived; when 
Mr Ruacixs moved to strike out the following 
| proviso: 
|| Promded, always, and it is hereby enacted and 
|| declared, that nothing in this act contained, or that 
) shall be done in pursuance thereof, shall be deem- 
jl ed or construed to imply any obligation on the part 
jj of the United states to make, or to defray the ex- 
'|penses of making, the Canal hereby authorised to 
be laid out. 
And in lieu thereof, to insert the following : 
“Provided, Vhat if the Commissioners aforesaid 
shall be of opinion that a canal can be opened, and 
‘shall survey ana lay out the same, it is hereby en- 
acted and declared, that the additional sum for 
| which the public lands shall sell, above the mini- 
_mum price fixed by law, in the two ranges througle 
| which the same shall run, shall be, and is hereby, 
lappropriated for making the said canal.” 
The amendment was supported by the mover, 
‘and advocated by Wr. Lownir 
The amendment was opposed by Mr Krva of 
N.Y because his views in supporting this bill were 
altogether national, and not for the particular be- 
nefit of Ghio, or any other section, however much 
advantage that state might derive from it inciden- 
tally. tle wished the question proposed by the 
| amendment to be left for future decision. Mr- 
|| Trimble opposed the amendment. 
|| The amendment was negatived 
The bill was then reported to the Senate; and 
after some remarks by Mr. Macon, in opposition to 
ithe bill; the question was taken on ordering it to 
be engrossed and read a third time, and decided in 
|| the affirmative, by the following vote. 
| YRAS—Messrs. Burrill, Dickerson, Edwards, 
|| Horsey, Hunter, Johnson of Lou King of N. Y- 








more necessary in one instance than ia another; | lanman, Lloyd, Lowrie, Morril, Noble, Palmer, 
and, in faet, the permission of a state gave no right |) Parrott, Roberts, Ruggles, Sanford, Taylor, Tho- 
to the general government which was not posses- |! mas, Trimble.—20. 


sed ,without it—the states individually could not || 
confer, any more than they could withhold, pow- |, 
ers; and he hoped, as this object was not inferior H 


NAYS— Messrs Barbour, Dana, Eaton, Gaillard, 
Leake, Logan, Macon. Pleasants, Smith. Tichenor, 
Walker of Alabama, Williams of Miss. Williams of 


to any other in importance, that the amendment}; 


would be adopted. 


‘The question was taken, and the motion was} 


agreed to—so the bill was mdefinitely postponed. 
WESTERN CANAL. 
The Senate then took up, in committee of the 


whole, Mr. Horsey in the chair, the bill to autho- | 
rise the appointment of Commissioners to examine | 


the country between the Sandusky and Miami bays 
ot Lake Frie, and the navigable waters of the Sci 


oto and the Great Miami rivers of the Ohio, to as- | 
certain whether and by what route a canal can be | 


laid out to connect those waters; and, if practica- 
ble. to determine and lay out the route of such ca 
nal, kc 

Mr. Eatow moved, that the further consideration 
of the bill be postponed indefinitely, and offered 
his reasons in opposition to the bill as did also Mr. 
Smith. The biil was supported at much length 
both by Mr. King of N. Y and by Mr. Trimble 

The question being taken on the indefinite post- 
ponement of the biil, it was decided in the nega- 
tive—Yeas 12, Nays 2. 

Mr. tvceirs moved to strike out of th 
following provision: ‘And the sale of the 
townships and fractional townships, which hav: 
been surveyed ig the Delaware district, shall be 


bill the 
io 6 
ty-i 


e 
fi 


ie 


Ten —-13 

the bill to alter the times ef holding the courts 
of the District of Culumbia, (with an amendment 
making the bill to take effect from and after the’ 
first of January next;) ' 
| The bill extending the time for the redemption 
} 


} 
i 


of land sold for direct taxes, in certain cases; 
‘Phe bill for the relief of Samuel Brook Beall, 

| ‘Phe bill for the retief of Martha Flood; and 
The bill authorizing the sale of thirteen sections 
lof Iand fying within the land district of Canton, in 
} Ohio. 

Lhe Senate resumed, in committee of the whole, 
vy Moxnit in the chair, the consideration of the 
bill to authorize the appointment of commissioners 





ij 

i M 
i} 
; : 
ii to examine the route of the Chesapeake and Dela- 
‘| ware canal, as already laid out, and the route of the 


|| propose«t canal from the waters of the Delaware to 


! 
| 


Mr. Smith and Mr. Macon opposed the bill on 
principle, and at considerable length. The bill, 
its constitytionaiity, and expediency, were support. 
ed at large by Messrs. King, of N. Y. Dickerson, 
‘jand Van Dyke. 
|| Mr. Suira moved its postponement to the next 
}| session; which motion was negatived—ayes 11, 

5S. 


| those of the Rariton. 


[hocs 
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Mr. Ruenret moved to insert a clause providing [ 


also for a survey of “tie best route for a canal 
from Naragansett bay to Massachusetts bay.” This ! 
amendment, Mr. B. remarked, was mot offered to 
defeat the bill, but the object was as essential as 
any other to preserve the line ofiiuland navigation: 
it had been often thought of, and would abridge | 
the sea voyage as much, if net more, than any | 
other improvement onthe coast, as it would save 
the long voyage around the great promontory of 
Cape Cod | 
Mr. Vas Drxr said this emendment would pre | 
sent directly the constitutional difficulty, as it in- | 
volved the question which the Executive bad ex 


pressed his opinion on, it roing to provide tor au || 5 


object to which the consent of the states had not | 
been given, and had not been taken up by a com- | 
pany, &c 

Mr Buantit replied as to the facts of the case, 
and ergued that this amendment could not possibly 
pilesent any greater constitutional difficulty than | 
any other feature of the bill. 

Qn motion of Mr. Surru, who wished, if the bill 
was to puss, also to offer some amendments, the 
bill was postponed until to-morrow. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
mar 4, 


Mr. Atcuzr of Md presented the petition of 
Sanucl f Anderson, praying an equitable settle- | 
mt of his accounts for services rendered in va- | 
rious capacitics on Lake Ontario, in the late war 


with Great Britain: referred. 


Mr Avexanper, from the committee of Revolu- |; 


tionary Claims, made an unfavorable report on the 


petition of Henry Low; which was ordered to lie }} 


on the tabie. 

On motion of Mr. Woonsrrnee, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to prepare and report to this touse, at | 





the next sessi ; ‘ ie: f |i : . 
ext session of Congress, such modifications o ‘to be filled as the committee should think proper. 


the existing system regulating the commerce, navi- 
gation, and revenue, of the United States, as he 


to the northern and wes'ern frontier thereof. 
DUTIES on SALES at AUCTION. 
The engrossed bill, entitled “An act laying du- | 


ties on sales of merchandize at auction and for |} 


other purposes,” was read a third time and passed, | 
by the following vote: 
YEAS— Messrs. Adams, Allen, Tenn-ssee, 
Baker, Bateman, Beecher, Boden, Brown, Brush, | 
Butler, N. H, Campbell, Case, Clagett, Clark,’ 
Cocke, Cook, Crawford, Culbreth, Cushman, 
Darlington, Dennison, Dewit!, Dickinson, Dowse, 
Edwards, Penn. Ervin, Foiger, Foot, Ford, For 
rest, Fuller, Gross, N. Y Guyon, Hackiley, fall, 
N, ¥. Hendricks, H-rrick, Hill, Kendall, Kinsey, 
Kinsley, Little, Linn, Lyman, McCreary, Mc} 
Lane, Del. McLean, Ken. Millory, Marchand, ' 
Mason, Meigs, Metc.lf, R. Moore, S. Moore,! 
Monell, Murray, Newton, 2arker, Wass. Patter./ 
son, Philson, Plumer, Rankin; Richmond, Ko 
bertson, Rogers, Ross, Rush, Simeon, Sawye:,! 
Sergeant, Settle, Shaw, Sloan, Smith, N J. Smith, | 
Md. Southard, Sterens; Storrs, Street, Strong,) 
Vt. Taylor, Tomlioson, Tompkins, Trimb'e, Van) 





Rinsselaer, Wallace, Wendover, Williams Va! 
Wood. 89. 

NAV S— Messrs. Abbot, Alexander, Anderson, 
Archer, Mid. Archer, Va Ball, Barbour, Bayly, By 





an, Buffam, Barton, Burwell Butier, Lou.Canuon, 


Cobb, Crafts, Culpepper, Cuthbert, Eddy, Kd. 
} vards, Con. Fisher, “loyd, Fullerton, (ornete, 
| Gross, Pemn, thardin, tHlazard, Hester, Holmics, 
| Hooks, Jolinson,Jones,Va, Kem, Lowndes, Mas 
jelay, McCoy, Mercer,Neae, Nelson, Mass. Nelson 
Va. Overstreet, Parser, Va. Pinckey, Pindall, 
Pitcher, Reed, Raea, Kingzold, Se tle, Sovith, N; 
jC Stvong,N Y. swearingen, Parr, Ferri", Tracy, 
| Tucker, Va. Tucker, S C. Walker, N.C) War. 


hed, Wiliams, C 62 


THe LOAN BILL 


( 
} 
} 


woole, the bul to autherise the President of the 
United States to borrow two millions of dollars, Mr 
urra, of Norih Garolioa, in the chair— 

Mr. Suita, of Maryland, expiatned the severat 
| provisions ot the bill. and announced his intention 
to propose, in consequence of the proposed extent 
of the loan, (for 12 years) that the tmterest to be 


‘;paid thereon should be limited to rive per cent. 


[If it can not be bore ved at this rate, it may be 
|raised by a temporary loan, at 5 per cent. whch 
jtbe Bank of the United States is to be authorized to 
j lend.) 

Mr. f'niasie, made a motion, to strike out two 
miliions, (the proposed amount of the loan) and 

‘to insert in leu thereof rive millions; and entered 
‘into a view of the state and prospect of our fi 

nancial affairs, to shew, that a larger loan than two 

‘millions of dollars was necessary from the revenue 
having been overrated, and that, if the sinking 
| fund was left untouched, five millions would be lit- 
tleenough. If his motion succeeded, he intended 
‘of course, to move to strike out the provision, which 
authorizés the application of the surplus of the 
,sinking fund for the present year, to the current 
jexpenses of the year. To separate the distinct 
| questions, however, of the true amount of deficit, 
and of the expediency of thus applying the sinking 
jfund, he hmited his motion for the present to strik- 
‘ing out the word two, leaving the amount blank, 


Mr. Stores followed: he too doubted the cor. 


; . 
. - 1) || pectness of the estimates of revenue for the present 
may conside ¥ ly ! 

y der necessary, and peculiarly applicable | year, and argued that the proposed amount of the 


} 


loan was too smail, He was also of opinion that a 
due regard to the public faith required that the 
surplus of the sinking fund should not be applied 
to the expenses of the current year Inthe course 
of his speech, Mr. S. gave notice that he should 


‘| call up his motion looking to a system of internal 


revenue, witha view of amending it so as to make 
it aresolution calling on the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury to report to Congress, at the next session, a 
system of Internal Vaxtion adapted to any defici- 
ency inthe revenue arising from the excess of 
the expenditures of the government over its re. 
ceip's. 

Mr Smita, replied to Mr. Trimble and Mr. 
Storrs. He denied that there was any invasion of 
the faith of the government as pledged in regard 
to the sinking Fund. He defended the report of | 
the committee of Ways and Means, and argued 
that it would be absurd to borrow money aud pay 
‘nterest on it, that it might lie idte in the Treasury, 
as this money must do, if borrowed, since it could 
not be employed in the redemtion of the pubic 
debt, unless (of which there was no probability) 
it should be in the market at or below par. 

Mr Lownoves made afew remarks in favor of the 
bill, but also in favor of a somewhat larger amount 
of Loan than two millions, thinking that a loan of 
that amount left too litete surplus for contingencies 





The Heuse then took up m committee of the 


ee eee oi tet oe OO oe oe @ 
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bitants of the city of Washington, was read a third 


On the subiect of the sinking fund he took the 
time and passed, 


same ground as Vr. Smith, and entirely denied | 
that the application of the tlle surplus of that fund |} . ; LOAN BILL. 
to the current expenses of the government was at } 1 he house in committee of the whole, took up 
ail Iconsistent with the lawscreating and regalating ‘}the bill authorising a loan of two millions of dol- 
that fa \ lars, the amendment proposed by Mr, 1 timble be- 
Mr. Ranowtx spoke in favor of a loan of five jing still under consileration. 
mi'lions, and of course against thet part of the bill] Mr. Sromns spoke in favor of the amendment, 
which relates to the surplus of the sinking fund | (proposing to increase the loan to five millions) 
which fund, sceording to his construction of the |; and against touching the sinking fund. ’ 
law, was sacrediv pledged to the sole rurpose of|| Mr, Patiie Barbour addressed the committee 
paving the public debt. and imapplicable to any |, against the amer dment, and in favor of the bill. 
other unless during War-ea ease speciaily provided, Mr. Cray spoke next in favor of the amend- 
fur, and thercture excluding any other contin- |) ment. a iit 
genes I DUTY ON AUCTION SALES. 
Mr. Rane contpoverted Mr. Baldwin’s con- | 


| Mr. Foro of N York, moved a reconsideration 
sumatian he law..: fHacehtaided that ‘any sur-! of the vote taken yesterday, on the passage of the 
plus of the Sinking Pand, which eanld not be ap-!) bi ! laying a duty on sales at auction, with a view 
Ged ifihe 4 be Pieht at er un. | to postpone the bill to the next session of Con- 
hea t me orlinarsy purposes || gress. 
ie snd useless in the HN The question having heen stated from the Chair; 
are rs of the sinking fund Mr. Cocke of Tenn. said, he bad supposed this bill, 
twee years i. reveris to the Trea- |! which passed yeeterday, had taken the course of 
: | other bills, and had been yesterday transmitted to 
PIRIDAY, & 5 | the Senate for its concurrence, until information to 
sthe Senste. hy Mp, @ntts, their |! the contrary had been given to the House. Had 
tating that the Senate !| the same expedition been pursifed in regard to 
j the bill re- |}! certee: other bills, the motion for re-consideration 
{contd not have been made. Under the cirenuim- 
| stances, he considered this motion as nota little ex- 
'!teaordinary. ‘Phe bill had been once debated and 
lj pejected: then re-considered and amended; then 
Ses on the |, dcpated and ordered to a third reading, and on a 
gg Es Ry esl sulseqnent day read a third time and passed; and 
Gaede Paya | now, on the next day, it was again proposed to be 
voved that the bill he post- ' re-considered. For his part, he said, he was not 
séacton’ ahd on the question be- | made of such pliable materials as to be persuaded 
ced in the affirmative, veas S8— |? & into a measure on one day, and out of it 
liuie wert the next. For a course so inconsistent he could 
AS Mes s, Lene ter, Alfen, N. ¥. Ander. | 2° nnssibly give his vote. If it was right to pass 
gon, Archer, Va Baker, Baldwin, Ball, Barbour \' this bill vesterday, is was certainly right to pass it 
ss *!' to day; tor thé same state of things exists now as 
Burwell, Batier, tou. Cannon, Clark, Cool, Cul,{| then. ie therefore reqaesied that, when the 
tee Meitidtten. Denbiedn Dewitt, Dickin.{)2°? the question on re-consideration was taken, 
ree A east SO recie y °. eis MEST 1 should be by yeas and nays, and that there should 
ge ey tee : “e Jala ay F.dvaerd, N © | be a cail of the House on the occasion. 
Fisher, Ployd, Ford. Favje:ton, Garnet 4 FOR: i» Mr Speaker stated, for the information of the 
N. Y. Gro " Penn. Hack ¥s Hail, N.Y. tal {' House, and in justification of the Clerk of the 
N. OC.” Hardin, “Masard,  Hepari ari Hereek, |i touse, that he had known of no intention to move 
Hibeiman, Uiester, Ime o: apt Owlhe Hosein! a reconsideration of the bill until this morning; that 
te Johnson, Jones, Virginia Kendall, Kent, yesterday indisposition had prevented his carrying 
Livermore, Lowndes, Lyman, Maclay, MeCoy.|!i,. pill to the Senate, and this morning the Senate 
Marchand, Mason, Mereer, Ro Moore, S Moores |i nag not yet met. ‘The general import of the Spea- 
Neate, Ne'son, Mass. NelxonVa. Overstreet, Par- |) pers observations was, that no blame was imputd- 
ker, Va. Patterson, Philson, Pinckney, Pindall, || pte to the Clerk on the occasion. 
Pitcher, Riehmond. Rogers. Seftle, Shaw, Silsbee Mr. Batpwix assigned the reasons why he 
Sloan, Smith, Ma. Smith, N.C Srewens, Sirone, |! should vote in favor of the reconsideration. On 
Y Svea ingen, Tarr, Taylor, Tracy, Tocker, tthe question to recansider this bill the other day, 
s U. Watker, Warfie'd, Willlans.N CC, 88 with a view to revive it after its rejection, he: had 
NAYS— Messrs Adams, Allen, Tenn. Areher, |) voted in the negative. The House would recollect 
Mi Bateman, Bloomfield, Brown, Brush, Batler, that, when he moved to strike out 10 percent. the 
N. H. Campbell, Case, Clagget, Cocke, Crafts, |! amount of duty propased to be laid on sales of dry 
Crawford, Cotbreth, Cushman, Earle, Edwards | goods, he had done so against his own opinion, be- 
Penn. Folger, Foot, Forrest, Fatler, Cavon, Hill, |! lieving that in that shape the bill would not answer 
Jones, Tenn Kinsley. Live. Livn, McCreary, Me |! the object he had in view. He was opposed to 
Lian’, Del MeLean.Ken Moatiory, Meigs, Metealt |) the reco: sideration of the bill at that time, because 
Morton, Murray, Newton, Parker, Mass, Ravkin, | le was of opinion that it was better to do nothing, 
Ros, hich, Rinegoid, Rubertso:, Ross, Russ. |) or do what ought not to be done. 
Svnnson, Sawyer, Smith, New Jersey, Sonth || ‘The bill had now assumed an aspect totally dif. 
ard, Storrs, Sireet, Strong, Vermont, TerriM, |! ferent from that in which it was reported by the 
Tomhason, Tomokins, Trimb'e, Tucker, Va committee; it was now a mere revenue bill, or, if 
We rduve , Whitman Willams, Va Wood, 62. jit would have any other operation, it would be a 
Tec. fromthe Senate toiucorporate tne inba- * partial one, confined te one, class of the communi: : 


ouse 


tue Ques- 


%? 


Bory, } en, Brevard, Bevan, Buffum, Burton, 
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ty. Asarcvenue biii, he said, it had been well 
remarked by his colleague, (Me: Sergeant) that 
its operation would be partial, and therefore unjust 
It was now distinctly avowed by the committee «! 
Ways and Means, that it wes not tlieir intention to 
introduce a new revenue bill. Let the House re 
mark, said Mr. B. that the system reported by the 
committee of Manufactures would have had the 
effect to supply the deficiency in the revenue, let 
what alarm may have been raised on the score of | 
the effect of the tariff bill on the revenue. But, 
the other part of the system being destroyed, he 
was not disposed to retain this disjointed branch of 
it. With respect to the auction duty, he had ano 
ther objection to it| Whilst it was connected with 
a general system. for important general purposes, 
the states which derived a revenue fron the same | 
object would be willing to give it up. “ Now, no 
such purpose would be answered by the bill; and, | 
as a Representative of a state whose revenue w ould | 
be impuired by it, he did not see why the interests 
of two states deriving revenue from this object, | 
should alone be sacrificed, not to general but to 
partial laws. ‘The solitary object of this bill, be. | 
sides putting a little money in the Treasury, was, to | 
aid merchants of this country in competition with | 
those of another. country in our markets. As a} 
measure of revenue, he said, if the uld system of | 
revenue was good—f it had carried us so trium-| 
phantly through peace, and through war, there! 
was 10 Occasion for this little accession to it: and, 
if it was unsound and not to be relied on, this par. 
tial aid was not what it required. He should, 
therefore, vote for the reconsideration of the bill, 
and then for its postponement 

Mr favermonk wished before he voted for the 
recousideration, to have a distinct pledge, that the 
object of the reconsideration was to postpone the bill, 
and not to amend and re-pass it. There was sume 
thing about this. bill, be said, which he could not 
understand One day it is a revenue bill; the next 
day, a boli for the encouragement of manufactures; 
and the next day, something else With regard to 
this bill as a measure of revenue, Mr L. thought 
there was no ocession for it. He was of opmion 
that the revenue was linge cnough for the purpo- 
ses of the government; and, if there was a proper 
retrenchment of the public expenditure, that there 
would at the present day be no complaint of a de 
ficiency of revenue under our present system of 
imposts, which, he said, had been a faithful friend, 
and was entitled to continued confiience. 

Mr. Storrs was opposedito the reconsideration ot 
the bill By suffering it to pass, he said, Congress 
would be able to ascertain the extent of the evilto | 
which it was necessary to apply aremedy It was 
important, with a view to devising hereafter a sys- 
tem for the protection of Domestic Industry, to un 
derstand with precision the extent of the evil un 
der which it labors from the sales of foreign goods, 
ke. 
medy with some degree of certainty. 

Mr. McLeas, of Ky said, he could not give a} 
vote on this question without expressing his hupe 
that the motion for reconsideration would not pre- 
vail. Believing that this bill would be beneficial to 
the manufacturing as well as to the mercantile in 
terest, at the same time that it would aii the re 
venue, he contd not but be in favor of its passage 

Mr. Campse tagreed wiih the gentleman who | 
last spoke, that each of three bills reported by the! 
committee of manufactures was good, iadependent. | 
Ty of the other. Though the Senate had rejected’ 
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Congress would then be able to apply a re- ||« 


[No, 20 


ne of those bills which had passed this house, he 
‘yet thought this house should do its duty without 
i|reference to what the Senate had done. 


| 


If the 
Senate prevented the adoption of the system, on 
them, where it belongs, let the responsibility be. — 
tt would not tell well, he said, to the nation, that 
the house had twice reconsidered and twice revers- 
ed its decision on the same bill 
Mr. Raga was in favor of reconsideration now, 
because from the beginning he had been opposed 
to the bill 
Mr. Foor adverted to the difficulty which attend- 

ed the sale of domestic manufactures, from the 
immense proportion of foreign goods thrown into 
the market, and expressed lus conviction that the 
passage of this bill would have an important eflect, 
tavorrble to national industry. 

| Mr, Furier was opposed to a reconsideration of 
‘the bill. Although he had not spoken on either of 
‘the three bills which had been before this House, 
ihe had always avowed a strong inclination to do 
something that would promote the interest of the 
manufacturers of the country. Such, he was of 
opinion, would be the effect of this bill, by creat- 
ling a discrimination in their favor, in the competi- 
| tion with foreign goods. the sale of which at auc- 
ltion, now fills the market, so as to leave no room 
for the domestic fabrics. This bill proposed to 
give to our manufacturers, in addition to the ade 
| vantage already enjoyed, a bounty of five per cent. 
|in competition with the foreign fabrics of the 
| same material and quality—an advantage of which 
\the friends of the manufactures ought to avail 
‘themsélves. There would, he thought, be an in- 
| discretion on the part of their friends ina recon- 
sider.tion of this bill, and refusing to take what it 
| offered, because they could not get all they wished. 
Hif this bill did not diminish the sales of foreign 
goods, it would serve to add. in no considerable de- 
| gree, to our revenue. He thought it would be 
| wise o begin a system for the protection of manu- 
| factures, with a single experiment first. The pas- 
| suge and operation of this bill would prepare the 
{different classes interested, for other measures of 
; the same character, should others be deemed exe 
|pedient, and the country would not be taken un- 
prepared, by having the whole mass thrown on 


them at once. He was, in every view, ver; much 





\|averse to the reconsideration of the Dill. 


Mr Sm™reu of Md. said, that, as a friend alike to 
the three great interests of the country, he should 


'| vote against the reconsideration of this bill. 


(To be continued.) 


CONGRESS adjourned on the 15th inst, a long session of fite 





'mont's and eight days. Next week we shall endeavour to fure 
| nish « list of the acts passed, accompanied with a digest of each: 
Meanwhile wewill merely state that au important resolve passed 
in th. house of representatives by a vote of 80 to 75, deciaring it 
ient to provide by jaw for the expense of sending minis- 
ters to the South American republics. 
ee 


ln Great Britain, on the 25th of March 
out of 932 members of parliament which had 


been elected, only 126 remained to be chosen 


i is said a Robe, to cost 30,0L0/. has been 


jjordered in England, te be worn by George 


LV. at his Coronation, 
ocks at London, April 8th, 68 to 69. 
At Paris, April 6th, 73, 75. 








